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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-23 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. • Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over de Hilster et al (or hereinafter "Hilster"). 

As to claims 1 and 21, Hilster teaches the claimed limitations: 
"creating a list having entries, individual entries of the list containing 
content of associated ones of the blocks" as creating a list entries such as 1 1/96- 
7/97 Relocation Assistance Coordiantor, 3/95/-10/96 English teacher (fig. 7, col. 
2, lines 55-65); 

"providing a database including a data structure associated with the 
document, the data structure specifying a manner of displaying at least one of 
the entries" as providing a database 14 including a web page forms associated 
with the resume. A web page form is specified to displaying entries of resume 
(col. 4, lines 55-67; col. 5, lines 1-20). 

"inserting entries of the list into the data structure to form an output file". 
Inserting text strings within fields 94 according to the syntax of the source 
document/ file 12 and definition e.g., name, address, city, etc of each field 94. 
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The stored resume from resume storage is also added to the third web page 
form. Finally, the third web page form is sent back to the user site where it is 
displayed by the web browser on monitor (col. 5, lines 30-45). 

Hilster does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "dividing a document 
having a first structure into blocks" as a resume is divided into parts such as 
Experience, Education, Certificates and Interests (fig. 7, col. 2, lines 55-65); 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Hilster's teaching of a resume is divided 
into parts such as Experience, Education, Certificates and Interests in order to 
convert loosely structured document to another structure document that can be 
read by a user. 

As to claim 2, Hilster teaches the claimed limitation "further comprising 
transmitting at least a portion of the output file over a network to a client device" 
as (col. 5, lines 30-65). . 

As to claim 6, Hilster teaches the claimed limitation "wherein the output file 
contains sub-documents and a table of contents page listing the labels, wherein 
individual sub-documents are associated with individual labels" as (fig. 6C). 

As to claim 7, Hilster teaches the claimed limitation "extracting a structure 
of the document to form an extracted data structure associated with the 
document; modifying the extracted data structure; storing the modified extracted 
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data structure as the data structure" as (col. 3, lines 40-67). 

4. • Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over de Hilster et al (or hereinafter "Hilster") in view of Cheng et al (or hereinafter 
"Cheng") (USP 6421656). 

As to claim 3, Hilster discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 1, except the claimed limitation "assigning a classification to individual list 
entries". Cheng teaches assigning a classification to entries as nodes (fig. 11). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Cheng's teaching of assigning a 
classification to entries as nodes to Hilster's system in order to store content of a 
document in order for a user to view and to retrieve content or a portion of a 
document quickly. 

As to claim 4, Hilster discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 1 , except the claimed limitation "merging list entries having the same 
classification". Cheng teaches merging nodes of the same path (col. 15, lines 
60-65). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Cheng's teaching of merging nodes of the 
same path to Hilster's system in order to save memory save for storing 
document. 
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5. Claims 5, 8, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over de Hilster et al (or hereinafter "Hilster") in view of Jeyaraman 
(USP 6377957). 

As to claim 5, Hilster discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 1 , except the claimed limitation "wherein the creating a list further 
comprises re-ordering the list according to the content of individual list entries". 

Jeyaraman teaches re-ordering nodes within a tree (fig. 6E). 
It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Jeyaraman's teaching of re-ordering nodes 
within a tree to Hilster's system in order to transform a old data structure into a 
new data structure. 

As to claim 8, Hilster discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 1 , except the claimed limitation "wherein the modifying the extracted data 
structure further comprises adding labels to the extracted data structure". 

Jeyaraman teaches each node or end leaf of tree can be added, deleted, 
or modified (fig. 6) 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Jeyaraman's teaching of each node or end 
leaf of tree can be added, deleted, or modified to Hilster's system in order to 
transform a old data structure into a new data structure. 
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As to claim 9, Hilster teaches the claimed limitation "wherein the modifying 
the extracted data structure further comprises removing a portion of the extracted 
data structure" as (col. Lines 50-67). 

As to claim 1 0, Hilster teaches the claimed limitation "wherein the 
modifying the extracted data structure further comprises removing a portion of 
the extracted data structure from a first location within the extracted data 
structure and adding the portion of the extracted data structure at a second 
location within the extracted data structure" as (col. 5, lines 50-67). 

6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
de Hilster et al (or hereinafter "Hilster") in view of Sedlar (USP 6549916). 

As to claim 1 1 , Hilster discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 7, except the claimed limitation "wherein the document comprises an HTML 
document, an XML document, or a PDF document". Sedlar teaches HTML 
document and XML document (col. 18, lines 60-67). 

It would has been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to Sedlar's HTML document and XML document to 
Hilster's system in order to allow a user to view different format of a document 

7. Claims 12, 22, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over de Hilster et al (or hereinafter "Hilster") in view of Fields et al 
(or hereinafter "Fields") (USP 6128655). 
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As to claims 12 and 22, Hilster teaches the claimed limitations: 
"extracting a structure of a first document to form a first data structure" as 
(col. 3, lines 5-40); 

"modifying the first data structure to form a second data structure" as (col. 
4, lines 55-67); 

"the content of the second document being different from content of the 
first document" as (col. 2, lines 60-67). 

Hilster does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "extracting content of 
a second document; inserting the content of the second document into the 
second data structure". 

Fields teaches that retrieving a HTML page and inserting the content of 
HTML page within a template or a data structure (col. 4, lines 50-65). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Hilster's teaching of retrieving a HTML 
page and inserting the content of HTML page within a template or a data 
structure to Hilster's system in order to reduce the expense and effort of 
providing content in a new hosting web site and to allow a publisher of an 
electronic document to control the reformatting of the document by a host site, to 
automatically update material on the hosting web site as it is changes on the 
content provider web sites. 



Application/Control Number: 10/076,786 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2172 

As to claim 13, Hilster teaches the claimed limitation "wherein the 
modifying the first data structure further comprises deleting a portion of the first 
data structure" as (fig. 6, col. 4, lines 55-65). 

As to claim 15, Hilster teaches the claimed limitation "wherein the first and 
second documents are web pages" as (col. 4, lines 55-67). 

8. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
de Hilster et al (or hereinafter "Hilster") in view of Fields et al (or hereinafter 
"Fields") (USP 61 28655) and further in view of Jeyaraman. 

As to claim 14, Hilster discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 12, except teaches the claimed limitation "wherein the modifying the first 
data structure further comprises adding a label to a portion of the first data 
structure". Jeyaraman teaches each node or end leaf of tree can be added, 
deleted, or modified (fig. 6) 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Jeyaraman's teaching of each node or end 
leaf of tree can be added, deleted, or modified to Hilster's system in order to 
transform a old data structure into a new data structure. 
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9. Claims 16 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cheng et al (or hereinafter "Cheng") (UPS 6421656). 

As to claims 16 and 23, Cheng teaches the claimed limitations: 
"extracting a first data structure from a first document, content of the first 

document being stored in nodes of the data structure" as retrieving XML 

documents that are stored in a tree. This tree has nodes for storing the content 

of the documents (fig. 8, col. 15, lines 50-65); 

"assigning a label to the nodes of the first data structure that store the 

content of the document based on the content stored in the nodes" as (fig.8, col. 

15, lines 50-65). 

Cheng does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "generating a one- 
dimensional list of the nodes that include the content of the document". 
However, Cheng teaches storing XML documents in created columns of a 
relational database. A column is represented as a one-dimensional (col. 3, lines 
55-60). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Cheng's teaching of storing XML 
documents in created columns of a relational database in order to minimize the 
computer time used and the cost performing a query and to provide a fast search 
documents stored in column data. 

10. Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cheng et al (or hereinafter "Cheng") (UPS 6421656) in view of Fields. 
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As to claim 17, Cheng discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 16, except the claimed limitation "providing a database including a second 
data structure associated with the first document, the second data structure 
specifying a manner of displaying at least one of the entries; inserting entries of 
the list into the data structure to form an output file". Fields teaches that 
providing a database 109 that contains templates associated with HTML page. 
The system displays the template after inserting HTML page to a user (col. 4, 
lines 50-65). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Fields's teaching of providing a database 
109 that contains templates associated with HTML page. The system displays 
the template after inserting HTML page to a user to Cheng's system in order to 
provide an accuracy of documents in proper format to a user for viewing or 
reading. 

As to claim 18, Cheng discloses the claimed limitation subject matter in 
claim 16, except the claimed limitation "extracting a structure of a second 
document to form a second data structure, the second document having a same 
structure as the first document; modifying the second data structure to form a 
third data structure; storing the third data structure in a database". 

Fields teaches providing a database 109 that contains templates 
associated with HTML page. The system displays the template or web page 
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after inserting HTML page to a user. This web page which is represented as a 
third data structure is stored in a database (col. 4, lines 50-65). 

It would have been obvious to a person' of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Fields's teaching of providing a database 
109 that contains templates associated with HTML page. The system displays 
the template after inserting HTML page to a user to Cheng's system in order to 
provide a accuracy of documents in proper format to a user for viewing or 
reading. 

As to claim 19, Cheng teaches the claimed limitation "removing at least 
one portion of the second data structure" as (col. 3, lines 60-65). 

As to claim 20, Cheng discloses the claimed limitation "wherein the 
modifying further comprises moving at least one portion of the second data 
structure from a first location within the second data structure to a second 
location within the data structure" as (col. 3, lines 60-65). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
Meltzer et al (USP 6125391). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John Breene, can be reached on (703-305-9790). The 
fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
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